Introduction

Representations of representations
The term representation/s is widely used in discourse analysis (see van Dijk, 2002 for a discussion on its use), and especially in relation to studies of political and/or media discourses. The adoption of this particular term, in preference to other possibilities presumably deemed less functionally appropriate, for example, report, t model, description, interpretation or reconstruction, is not without some interesting repercussions.
The use of representation implies a number of things. Its use is most commonly justified by underlining that, in any attempt to describe an event by a media outlet, there is no such thing as a single, natural pro-ordained way of presenting it, and since 'it is never possible to present a completely impartial, accurate and full account […] instead the media offer representations of events ' (Baker et al., 2013: 3) . In other words, given constraints of time and space, 'journalists need to prioritise particular events, as well as certain people's perspectives or opinions, over others' (Baker et al., 2013: 3) .
We can break this kind of statement down into two even more general notions. The first is that any description of an entity, or a relationship between entities is inevitably an abstraction of that entity or relationship, it is not the thing itself. This is not just a linguistic notion but is well accepted in the philosophy of knowledge and the philosophy of science. Kant discusses at length the difference between noumena or 'things in themselves' and phenomena, our capabilities and efforts to experience and then to express them (Kant, [1787 (Kant, [ ] 1999 Luchte, 2007) . The particular relevance of this distinction to corpus linguistics is clear. For instance, corpora and corpus interrogation tools are phenomena, they are not and should not be confused with the noumena, the language or discourses in themselves which we use these tools to try to represent. Just as famously, Popper, amongst others, succeeded in rendering commonplace the idea that scientific descriptions are models of the entities they treat. In other words and in our terminology, they are representations of a part of reality expressed either in natural language or in mathematics, or in a mixture of the two (Popper, [1959 (Popper, [ ] 2002 .
The second and closely related general notion implied in the use of the term representation, as outlined above by Baker et al. (2013) , is that any attempt at describing or even simply observing an event inevitably contains an element of interaction, even interference. Returning to science, the 'Observer effect', the notion that the observer and the observational tools are part of the observation, has long been recognised. For instance, in subatomic physics, in order to observe the motion of an electron it is necessary for the observer to force it to interact with other particles or other 'wavepackets', which changes the behaviour of the electron On a more macro level, Einstein affirmed that the basic physical entity space-time (the noumena) is absolute and -in theory -absolutely predictable and it is the situation of the observer at the moment in time of the observation which can cause variation in measurement and therefore needs to be specified (Penrose, 2004) . In the social sciences Labov coined the term 'Observer's paradox' with regard to studying the linguistic behaviour of speakers in the field: the aim of linguistic research in the community must be to find out how people talk when they are not being systematically observed; yet we can only obtain this data by systematic observation. (Labov, 1972: 209) Thus there is in any experiment what Partington calls a sort of 'indivisible hermeneutic package' consisting of object of observation, observational instruments, observations and observer (2009: 292) . Moreover, the observer often has an even stronger interference-interaction with the object of observation than the above suggests. The background knowledge, the skill, the expectations and even the worldview of the observer can bear upon the research. This even without entering into the question of the politicisation of scientific research and the still more vexed question of who pays for it. If we turn to another form of observation, namely that performed by media, there is a certain amount of ambiguity about the role of the observer. Media outlets frequently make a traditional distinction between reporting and commenting/opinion, the first being deemed objective and impartial, the second overtly evaluative, even judgmental. However, as Baker et al. (2013) point out, even news reports have to make selections on many levels, where to begin and end the account of events, who to interview, whether or not to mention wider implications, whether an actor is presented as an individual or representative of a group, i.e. who to 'collectivise', that is, to present as a cohesive set of people (Londoners ( , Westerners, the Arab world). d d The describer is part of any description and even the language s/he uses to formulate the description involves choices. Consider the differences
